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f^l^RT: 


■=1^ 21 2000 

3iTuraf % •fif m<n<1 Mt 


■R. 17/1/99-il'>ftl*,i1 .—1975 ( 1995 1T«1T tft?) ('^TfeT 

^ ^ 3n^5^ 11R ^SIT ^ 1995 ^ laiTT p;; 


1. 


■ 3TTm^-T^t :- 


yiPi'tiid (1^1^ Tnfin'tii'O wpi) vSHtltw Pi<hmi*ici 1 % artT Ayti siroft 

■§''H f^. -a^k ■^. arft pR p ^ RnHao an^^ IlM lan't Pjhh^ 'j1i^I<{I R’TO^ (far^ 

wpr) ^ aisjt^i q^i Piqlfdn ^j^Pisi'^ilin (P>i^ «o<; 'ft 4)51 '’im.Mi) % hki 451 anft'l ci*IMi 'i 4 i ft I 


ft 4)1 W wn 


“tX PlHI *l4l *111 4ir^'t)| 4 ft tH?! hHI '1‘HI ft; 


(iii) 'STtr f^y,p'’T*lft<T RRiftt % antm 'snftl^Jrft ft ■qli ‘I'JKl'jq ■ft ■ftjftft^lfttH% aiFirfft ' 4 ft 'aiftq 

ainW4)^ft'4)1 ■fftft*1'fft)*1113r[ftl4ilft ft "3411^1*1*1 ft) ■ 3 ^-'fft*T*T 5 ( 5 ) ftrarpR'ari^p^^nft ft'9^ ■'1134 4)1 anftq "qro "fttft "qft 

1J]44T ■ftftl 'Jiiqi^O *PT1P4 "ft) <^aiqi« "4)1 ■^; 


499 GI/2000 


( 1 ) 
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(iv) y r f^ F ^ ^ 3TRrf^, 1975 ^0 2933.2902 

^ 3Rr>f?T g’fffJcf, ^ ^ ^ w ww) ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 4 tritriM ^ 3 tR>t ^ ?rRki 

29 ^jcirt, 1999 ^ ^ ^TT^uiRraj ^ ^ arm^m, 4 jmRm i 

(v) jnteRt ^ w^'vifPicb ^jERT ^ r 1% ^aff ^ ¥1^ (Rm^ 

sfR iJ|R|ct)|<5tli 1[RT 'JVelia 71TT ^) ^ f^fgtr 6 (2) ^ aifflR 

WT ^ ^ gJT 3R^ JRR fInjT I 

(vi) snrf^'Rt ^ q^cT ^r ^^trRrsr^ ^ ism ammmjf (Rsiwr Rr^ ^nRRTRj^ 

5RT gJTTZn •JRT 8IT) 3jk ^STgfm ^ ^ >Hr4v#l^ g5t 5ff^ 3ik 

^ yiRt ^ ^ bRRi 40 ^ arq^ fc^%^ wr ^r ^ ^ 

I 

(vii) wiR ^ ^ ^ qrm aicrfli ti1%^ 3 

^ ^ ^Rr ^ 4 ^fRn§TGfrcT is arrot ?«t fisrm ^ gn arj^ ^ sn i 

(viii) jnteRt ^ Tj3t^ Rran 6(3) ^ ar^^ ^hRr^t ^ qRr hr Rrakq^r afk 
^ ^ciRRT ir ^rait I ^irf^ cfft tjcp jif^ anr 1l?rM RfM ^ ai^^ 

^ ■'3qd^ I 

(ix) rRRjRI % ^JcFTT RR ^ RH? RRR 6(4) ^ ai^^ f^'RfclfecT HR 
Pl<4)dcpi ^ JTFTR^ ^^:- 

^fN v»|*iqi^ ^|U|XIVN| 


• HTfR ?c^^?rRraR i^+T?Epff^ RsRTitn w. 

• pt ^^RFfR§^ ^.fc^O 

• RsiaRRj; -gatr r# ?e^?^?rh ^ f^o 

• fanVhrr Ep.f^o 

• '^9^fcRR R. f^O 

fMt ^ RratcR? ^ ^R7 ^ f^ I 

(x) R4^ ^ ^ ^ ^cTRTR ^ ’ft RrR 6(2) ^ 3RRR ^ aTTW fcRr 

^ ^ ^jERT ^ ^ ’if 8ft aftr ^’fft ar^Ei fftRT sn ft aiqft ftn ^ 
fftzfeft/RcqR^ ^ PiyiRd WI ^ ftftN ^ ^THTf ft I ^ tR, 

ei il ft ' <t? i aft? (ftiitdcfti ^ ^rftt Tit ;r?R^ cift qfft hr M^/vJcqRgft ^ 

'd^<€i ft?r ^ ^dicii'H ^ ftt ■qft 8ft I 
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(xi) 6 ( 4 )^ 3ii4W‘ ^ 1^ ^strf^rgr^ ^ Pinf^Rad w 

3trrt^ cf^ iff "nf ^!- 


^ eNt^^ f^o 
f^O 


smit# 



MvII^m'I Wft f^O 


el# c^«f}W(^fT.)t^O 


#?r 

M Wif ^ ?ra?iT 
+1'<cti'?l <^6|'|^^'4 f^O 

^ wm 
#%3TT ^Ffr# f^o 
^jWf? wrf(5TT.)f^0 
wi#Tf yr.f^o 
^aff 3tM1^ f^O 


■^♦ffifiq# ef«f|^^ f^o 
1^0 


^ arranr^ % 1 

(xii) «Tf% ^ ^ ^f ^ 3T%f^cki ^jxRT TTt^ # aft virr ^ ^ aft I 

(xiii) Mlf^q*j|'?| % 'dMsTl # ^ft^ d^h <tJiR|cR|c|7dI ^ hR^'^I clft iftcft tf^ uTTcr 

^ I 

(xiv) Flf#rft ft, 3 # w W#fft^ M>l 5 e 1 ^ ft ^ 1 ^?, fftf^FT TTT f^ijt 
^ ^ arftftrft^ am ^ aik ^ fl^r^ tnfeff ^ ^ 

'i^ell I 

(XV) WTT^d! ^ 1%^ (v^ft#t) cTan ^ i Rlch l ct^d! gRT ftt # ^?J€HT 

31TETK iTRcT ft tftWRf ^ ^ 5'^dM ^c^ldd eTFRT cfajT afR" ftxfft 

cTFTcT ^ fB'dl«l ePnft ^ fef^ eTFT^ vjTfcf ftf ^ # I 


% 51^ 
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(xvi) **** ^ fxiFT fTT ^ ^ stthin ^ 

^JcHT ?TSTT I^RPtf -% ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ llto t; 

(xvii) ^ 1 3T^,1998)l^TTtiT 31 %r^, 1998 ^ 3T^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3T?rf^ 3^r 3TTt) ^ ^ t I 

^Hfrrcb'iebdi c^ 

2. iJ|Pc|cfj|c|idi ^ 3TT7^ ^?jTFn ^ PlHf^f^ ^ t ', 

(i) As^IR'SN' l d ^ WTT^, ^ ^ I^RjWf §RT tcTfRTT ^ 

Ti^ 5rf^ ^ ^ ^ f I ^ ^ v=RqTS[cf5 # ^ ^ vddlKcbl' ^ 3Tc^lf^ 

^ ^<3cl ^ vdcMiqn "5^ ^ ^ I 

(ii) vJ'cMK*?^ ^ RPImIui, stMI'i ^ ^ ^l'<cfl<J 

3ltTO ^ f^RjfcT ^ 1^1^ 3il7 ^ ^ cl^ ^ 

vSTTcTT t I 17TOT flf%?I ^ ^ ^ ^ affW ^ 3r5^ I^Pl^^Fll 'Sf^ ^IRT 3T^ 
^ ^ ^ Si^'ClK 'dcMIcTH clIMd ^ StcTf ^ t I 

(iii) ^TRcT ^ ^ 3Tcrfcf 'd«)«£| ^^3lt ^ ^ckI aTRTcT ^ 

3i^Tf% t I ^ ^ 3TgiR ^ srrar^ ^ ^ ^ d% ^ ^ ^ sJt 

l^ratcT vjf^ sff I cl«Tf^r, ^ ^ McT^ ^ 1998-99 ^ 31^ ^ ^ 
ir ^ t f^TH^ ^cnfr^T ’ft 3T^ftt efftrrffr ^ irift ^ cfj^ ^ wr fan 

f«RT% 'EI^ yjejVl cfft 3<o4ft|c»> srfft ^ ^ I 

(iv) ?i Ri^ ? m>d1 cfjf ^ ^ ^ f ^ amrf M 

vJcMKd dd>»^ct> ^ 3Rf vicMIdcbl 1[R[ 3N^ deb’ll^ t 1 

^3cqK ^ ^ ^ 3 mt1^ n387t^ ^ fft'ftwq w ^ t I 

(v) vSr^t 'tii*iM ^ ^ W viCTrl<g f^<Jl ’FTT ^ vd'l'^ ]>Rr?ft ^ 

WTcT^ ^ c^ ft ft^^ltevjfr^ ^ ^ ft ^ ^JxRT m ^ 

aft? ^ ^ ^ 3RT ft?tr ^ ft? f^raftft ^ ^ftfTcT ^ tffrs^r c^ ^ ft ^ ^jert vji^d^ 

ft I F?Tf^ 4j|fftcbl<f5crt ft vScMlcfT efPTcT ^ '^TBRI fcRn t ^ 3Tf^ ftftT 

ft A^^Pl'Sivji'lci ^ ft?cR 'dcT)ci«b ft I JfePR ftftr ft A';^Pi'Si'Ji'lci ^ ^ 

3||ct>dd ^cMf^ cIFRT ^ STTETR ’RT ft I dcMIdd crPTcT ^ 3TfR^ ^ 

3TfJ7g ^ 3TraR 177 F’TPn trT ft ^Rfffft? iJiRichIchdi ^ ^ dcMIdH cTFTcr Ift^cT 

ft fti^rffttSFjfr^T ^ 371^ vi^iqq^l ^ WSJ fepft^ ftlft ^ <<NI ^Nl ft I 

(vi) ^ ^ ^ ffttqftr ^fftiTcT ^ TRIT ft.^ntoRJeft ft ^cTRT ft fftj ;it 

^ 7ft 3TTt 1?7T ^ 3TT^ fftfft^ ^>T7ftr ^ feP? WTftulftf ^ TPST ffti^ftr cfft^TcT ^ ^ 
ft TTtt f^rfft ^ ^r?ffcT Wr ft i 


(vii) 151^ cT^ srfft ^ TiftEI ft, i|(R|cr>|Cf5dl ft Pl+*lfclRdd 3TfftHr fftp? ft:- 
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m ^ ^ 3TFTcfr ^ ^ wsm fl# ^ ^ ^ t, ^ ^ 

^ (sliqv^c; ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ % I ^if^d ctTlHfll ^ ^ 

3lNldl ^ ^3TT 'I' I 

(^) ^ ^r ^ ^ t^rq^cT ^ t 

’4>d'W'^)M 3IT^ ^ ^ "af^ 3iTPS\ % I 

(tt) WTW7 ^r cjftTT?! if 3TFJt t I 

(^) cTHT iJciTlI ^ ’ft 3TFft t' I 

(viii) ■ 5 ^ 1 ^ 3TcTTqT, 'q? vJerl'ia qqr ^ A'^Pl'Siv^'ld qft ’TFT % sfR 

vddin ^ ■'TTTT TrRfttq vieiln qft vT^STft qft ’JTT qr^ c^ JFlftq SFFTT % I qqrfft, 
snqrat ^ Tjiftq qft ’rrft srfft ^ ^ i 'JstFt A^Pi'Sivu'ld qn 'JFnqq fftqq’TT ^ 

T3FTiqqft ^ ^FTTF ^fTsftfftqftq T?q Jpicixii ^ 3T^TTT^ qr^^T t Tlq^ ^ ^ fftqftrqft 
KTTr qft’T^ ft qrftt cTFTT ’TT^q ft qi^TR qft ftft^ ^ TjqFTTq qq^q ft I 

q. (ftqiaq ft, q n q r d q^ ‘ 3RT (ftdq.g qgft 

I qii<<mti)VvtH*l\ci^i >3gjlM^ ^ 

(i) cpqcH qqr STTqrqqr ft Rqi ft sft^ q^ vScftn fft^qi ft 1% aftj^tq i^c«h 
qq snqqr? uiterfM iri ^ qi? wft ^ qrrqq qrterqiq^ qrft, ft.qft ^ 
qqftr^fftqj^ t^o fftijft 18 qfttftt ft ^ ft sfR q? tft? Tjqqft TjJft 3 ftftr ft ^ 
fti^rlft^TqfrcT ^ qr^ qr qq^q ^qftt fft ft 1 

(ii) qqft q? TJcftn fftrqr qqr ft 1% qrf^iqqqjqt qq q? qiqr fftr qqqft vdcMiqn cHHld 

fttq qft vsdHidd diMd ^ Tqq ^cpftq ft, qftt qftt ft I fttq qft vJfqjqq ciMici 1200 ftt.'sq 
qfft qft, 900 ftt.qq qfft qft qft ft? ft ftlft qrft ftqrft qq qqieFr ^ qqqq qqqft qjq ft, 
l^jRTqft 5FTqr fft5ftt ftt qRcftq ^ qTTT qftf ft I 

3.II ( ftqtd q ft ^ fft^R 

fftjftt ftt fftqtqq? ft qqqiq^ qq qftf fftqr ft q ftt ^ qjqft ft qftft fftqr? 
5R^ fftqq ft I 

(q) ^gn? q? ^ ^ grtg 

4. sqqrqqft qrfxiqqqKft afR 3Fq fftdqrg} qsft ^ fftri? qi? ar^sfr qft ^ 

fttqr qqr wq qR^ qq qr tftqR Iftrqr qqr ft fftm Tftqr crqr ft fftqftt eft stjttr ftqq ft 
qfR jftrq Tftqr qqr ft ^ qrq^ qr qqrq vsici^ ft cRjt ^ wq qRwrftr ft 'ot qq ^Rid 
qeirftr qq qqftqrftt qft qft ft 1 
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6. ^ ^ ^rrf^fel ^3^ 3TTf ^ ^ 31^^ 

2933.2902 ^ 3T^ ^ ^ ’Jel ^ ^ W ^ t I ^ 

^icM^ cp t 3ftY ^ ^i^HFi ^ ^ g5T^ ^ tr^ WR ^ WRzicf^ 
^ # I w WER t I ^ ^ arfcRTN M 3fk ^JirujM 

sfhrftr t I ^ wfR ^ ^ ^r arfcrm? ^ ^ 

vSMilVTl ^ vswicj’l ^ f^yi vTRT % I 

(’^) ^T^TH 

6. g||%|'ctjT<if>^ ^ ^ t v3^ ^3RR 3fk ^ WTR ^T ^ 

He^r^i^uj 3tfT7 ^ t" I f^'tltPI cp)ilcl ^ JDM ^ 'dcpdl t", 3TPt, ^ ^RT f^RT t" 

IRT v3cq 'l ftc1 ^ f^^RcTFj 1^4 f^f^'5?M ^ ^ STTqif^ ^ 

^RPT t ^3ff ^ ^r ^fR5IT ^jlHT ’mfl? I 3Tfrrf^, ^nteRRlf 

gRI 3fl?’^ vjHc|I<5) trRI^ ^ SRT 3TWt 5it?frf^ ^ ^ 3i?R ^ t I 

^ ^f, Hll^Icbl^ ^ W w t % IIRCI ^r vidJiRd ^^jrf^ngRftR 3ftT ^ 
if 3f|i||f^d ^^ff^^'el ^ 3if^ JRtn t 3fk ^ ^ ’JpTJJcT cRJ'M MtRR 
^RR f I ^ ^ 'JRl^ ^ cTch^cbl 3fk illl^lf^cfj- ^if-^ ^ c^ T8TR ^ 

jratrr %^IT vJfT Well t 3fl7 f^lfc^T? ^ f^TJRt ^ 3T8j c^ ito ^3Tt ^ 

m ^ HPTT vJIRT t I 

(^) 

7. ^ ^Jl(%rcbl ^ ^ RP^gfe^fj^fl f^O, 103/7, ■'d^chN' WT, 340/48, 

TpT X?^ gJ^-400009 SRI SHR S5t ^rf t I ^ZTlteRRlt ^iflcT ^IRcT ^1 ^^Tf^TgMlcr 

^ xii^ f^Pl*l^dl f 1 ’TRcT ^ J^^Pl'Sldld ^ ^ x^ttf vjcMiqcr^l ^ ^ 

3iraidS> t sfR ^ v3ltR c^ ^ ^ R3T tjzit t I Wff 51^, 

<4lR)ch|cr>TlI 'tlf^cl ^ f^f^RtcTTSit ^ viOJlcd ^ vJSfR ^ 3TTS^ ^ cFR^ ^ 

fen? SIR if Tfifi ufl JRjR ''46;7f[_ ^ PltjlRd f^i)l '^RT ^ I 'JdTT ^ 
131 xft. ^ ^ ^ vidlTS’T ^ ^ iJlRlchld^xll ^ <84.8 iff. ^ g5T XJRR^ fcfRT STI I fTI 

TRR ^IfH'gRilg i % "q^^rwi ^ih'=hr4»df ^ irgxs f^TRT t afk Trfwi^ ^ irz 
(TTTfWRKlf %) W pRRf % 3Rrf^ ^ sftT^ 

3TTRT 11 
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8. tRqi (^8#eR) 3?f^tf^, 1995 ^ 9(^)(l)(^) ^ 

^ ^ c^ ^ ^ TTFI^ 3T«lk ^ 

Tfif^ ^ ^ cf5i?c^ wm Piqj^ ter w t I 

?T. ffWivq ^ aftif cItH?T ^ ^ ^ gT^ 

9. ^ ^ ^ WTP^ ’JeJT 3ft^ ^ ^TWST ^T ^g^RT y if^chl^ 

^ ^ ^ f^TlWf ^ "Tf 3?^TReft ^ ^ ^r ^ "Tit sft I el^ fcfj# ift 

f^RrfcRj ^ PPRT^ cR ^ cfr ^ Mc^tfx! t 3jk^ ^ f^TuW gRT WTP^ ^ 

cfftTR cfj ir ^ wn w 1 1 

5T. ^iffcjchl'O gRT WRFZT Pl^Id ciii^ld HIC»1 *<lR»i^ ^ Pltli^UI 

10. ^ yii^oq ^ sTRTcr ^r 3fR xhihT'^ ^ 3ik cf5t^ ^ 

if c^ 3r>TR ^ yif^lcRl'^ RiFT ^ ^Tcf ^ 3<c1l<1l «^'^'<I f^cReR 'T^ ^ 

^nfxRjiWf ^ 3?^ ^gxRiaft afk ^ ^ srrt ^ ^ ^ ^?j^3Tt cf^ 

t?T ^ ^ McR5t ^ ^TRTRI f^ratcT 3fl7 ^ ^ 

^T^ttR viHdsI ■^^cRTSft ^ WT 4 ^ I cR^^fTR, PlHl^'HR Pl'^'iRcl fcFRJT R^l %:- 

^ Pi^cfcj) 


^nter^t ^^^ ^ -m^ f ^ ^r ^^rf^rgr^ ^ ^ wi ^r ^ ?Tt 

7i]1%RiraRi^ ^ ^ afR ^ €t f^rate ^ ^ ^ ^ "gxRT ^ t I 

3RI M ^ ^ ^ RplM cf^ iR- ^r c^ f%elfM ^ ^?JERT 

vJ4cTO ft t 1 aif^iit ^ w ^ ?TcT ^ Rrr ^ ^;?Rr f^wr ^ t 

iJiRicJilchTll W\ 3RfcT 3TFPf^ WTT^ cTFR ^ f^c|ra ^ WTRT 

^ ^ f^raRw ^ -fl41x1+3 vl'M<H«SiJ ^?JERT ^ ^ ^T +TRT t I MiRlchi'll ^ 31lcbl^d 
didd c^ r41^"l dcdl ^ 'd|c|t1l41*^4d> vjii'ci ^ aft? idl+lM +JRI 10.35 SIHxIcrI 

^sieR/irf^ f^o RrqtRd f^ % \ 

frill'd cRi+id ^ ?N?i ^ yiRichi-J] 3Tft ^ ^ ^ ^ Riddl'd 

f^ t ^ WTT? ?r4^ 3TtcF5^ ^ ’IT?^ ^ ^ Wpr§t t I IJltolit W ^ 

ffcfj^^?ft3TTt^T?^^ srj^n? ^ ^ ^t?R ?i^ ^ ^ f^ I^rM 

aft?TcT snt ^ 7.55 3T+#ct7t ^5[cR/;d% fcRIT. t 1 'dlRTchlchxIr^ ^fTf^ 

'jn%, ?r5^ #fTT, ch+1l!?H, RRjRft ^ anR^ ww^ aft? ?ci^ ^ ^ xxxx 

aFT^tdlf 'SIdX/MRl t^iJI. 'ddldlvjH ^ ^TdT Rhill t I cT^nf^, MlRtcRi'^t cRcid 
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^ cb4|J^FT 3fr? 1TT% ^ 

^ ^ I 0.55 'Slol'</)^f^ f^HI. IcJdl ■§■ I ^ ycjiixj, cfjn^fRT 

^ McT 7.00 ^5TeR/;f% f^. f^ratf^ ^ t I 

hiRJih 


^ ^ PlElff^d ^ WfP^ afk f^Rltrr cfflTTH ^ 

MTter^ ^ 3.35 3rFr^ ^greR/af^ f^. ^ Tnf^ f^chidi t ^ cff^TTcr ^ 

47.85 % t I 
ai'dg^Vft Pi<iiato: 

s nf ^ch T^ ^ ^ ^ Piij^dchl’ -3p\ 3twM f 3fk ^ 

Ml’lcil'51 <|u|\{|vjii| ^ Piii^dcpl ^ fdi^ Pl<j1d ciolnd ^ yfcl^lddl ^ ^ 'Sf^d 

TTlf^ 47.85 yf^ld f I 

Z. ^ 


12. Jnf^RfjT^ ^ ^5^ f iJiRicb'Icbd'i ^ ^ ^TTfecT STPIMT ^ cf5T^ 

vieiVl ^ ^ ffrl% ^ c^iqi fchi^l % I ^ d^Vl ^ ^ ^ dl^ 

^ ^ cTsqt ^ 11 ^ ^ II c^ 3irRt^ f^d’iRd 

^ EZJR ^ cf^t t I 

drf c^ Rter^ ^ "mz ^ Rfer ^ 5r>TR ^ 

^ ^ t I fR 3?TteRt RPRt c^ 3T^-||(iv)^^ 3T5RT ^ xHc^dchl ^ 

fc^R t ^ ^ ^ ^nrif^ ^ t ^ dcRdd, SPRTT dMi|Vr,fl^ 

^ fTRfT, cll'Hd’lRdl, Pldd 3TPT, ^ didl cMT dlfdd 3ilR I 

(«J>) OTETRT ^ ^rrai: 

MchlRld 3lt^ ^ 3^5^ ^ ^ 

RTET 3RRr cTan i^cjcl^ 2 ^ ^ R? 3TRricr ^ RRT ^ ^ t- 

^rrar 

1996- 97 149 

1997- 98 272.31 ^.c^ 

'Jiid 3<dRr 186 

vJM^ckI 3<icn<5l ^ TTf "^RT t' 1% RR?’ 3Rf^ c^ 'Hq<d ^ 3lldld ^ 

^ WT ft t, ^ ^ 1996-97 ^ 149 3T^ ^ #?R 248 

cfR ^ R? I 





[■HFT I—1] 


TT^TTSl : aTOTVOT 


9 


(^) 3TTOm tft\ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3TT^ XT^ 3TT^ c^ 3fpR ^ ^?T%cT cfr^ ^ 

^r^Vnf^raiei c^ sTPiTcfr ^ ^ sn^ x^xp ^r PixiNci snf t, iHr ^?ikT 

w t:- 



# 3nt xfxi) 

1996-97 

9.52 3R^ta[5t ^IcR 

1997-98 

8.44 * 

vSTTET 

7.55 ' 


3Tt^ t ^ ^ 3TT^ ^ # 3TTt xjxp ^r Xifixl ^ 

^^?FT ^ ararfcT 1997-98 ^ ^T 10 3?fcf^ ^ ^ 1996-97 ^ ^;cFTT 

20.27 XrfcRRT ^ f^RIcT^ I 

■^lfc|ct>|cbdf cm v5^Rd ^ 1997-98 ^ 147.20 xft.^ % WET cf^ 

120 OTETR xr^^ WU I 

(^) ET^ X3^ Cigt fe»>t W5([: 

^ITtemjcrf cf>t TJ^gcff ^ 3Tart?T 1997-98 ^ 118 ^ X3Tt^ 

sTcrf^ ^ ^rx[R 100 T^.z^ (cnl^ mm "nt i 

(^.) Rfftl ^j^o<f/Ptqcl STTO; 

Hllttcr?!-^ ^ ■jfte t%ifT f^ cj^ 3TT7f ^ 1997-98 cj^t 

.SRT^tcjft <slciy ^ ET^^ vjfTcr 3mflr c^ cjl'il’i.STEf^tcfft ^TcR ^ ^ I §'il<^ 3TeIT^, 

El? Ift ^ t f^ XjrixT ^ f?mer cRJcft iTRcT ^ SjKftt 

xjeEi f^mm\ 3TT^ ^ xjrf^ 3Tf^rgf^ xjcet ^ ifr cmr ^ i 

(et) c>l*«t>lQdT: 

^ XTTifT % 4ifT<chicbd'i ^ Xiftxf 3Tclf^ c^ ^RFf cMT >J^4c|cfl cT^ 3T2ltcT, 
1997-98 c^ ■^RH ift 6lPl ^ I i4irc)cb|cr?cll gRT XSJT^ ^fcrf^ ^ ^RFT ^ xttt 
^^ r^^rm??TX5frm ^ ^ .^ ^ ?Tf^ i 


^99Qi/Z000-2 
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13. % 12 ^ f4wr ^ ^ ft 

(^) ^ ^ ^ Hrar ^r ^ ^ ^ g^t ^em 4 

g?ccnj^ t I 

m ^ ^ arrarat ^ ^ an^ W ^ ^ f^rw 4t anf t i 

{^) gif%[g5Tchd^ ^ g^art g5t aft^ arm 4 tsTtg ^glt ^ ^Knr ij4g4t g4 

g5t geFTT # PRldd anf t I 


(^i) giTT|iaTgf^ ^ gifrr^rgjgf ^rt ^s^rgr ggi grer »ft gin# f i 

WKUUcHcb 


14. TTTf^jgg^ ^ g?^ f ^fgg- ^ ^ 3P?g ^ ^ 49[lHr^^N'id gg arTgrg 
vgrw aigf^ ^ erwr ^ ar^rgr wig ^ I ffr^ artr, 4tg vgggr^t wwr ^ 
^rg^ gg^ c^ aggig ^r ^ t ^ aggidf ^ f?R^ f l f^rcgr wg g? 
fan t ^r^RTi^r5fr?f^'g§t^ gg t f^Ri^ Wfcnsg g^ g^ ^ ^ 

arciTWT^ ’jdg g? ^ggr g? g?T t gfr igf^igg^ ^ ggil^glRd ^-5Tfcrg5Tw f%g^ ^ijcg 

^ gg? f I jnf^cb(^) ^ Pi«h4 q|g^ f % ^ ^ wngg engg ^ g^r 

g^lgcr ^ gg ^ airgidt ^ g»rw g^ giitg g^ ajqrft cf^tg^ tf[g c^ Pigjdi g^ 
gg? g^tggt ^ ggg? gR^ g?r gi?g w i wwfig grig argl^ c^ ^igg 
grfrigggjctf gfr gggjt Bif^ ^ I arg: g^ gijtg g^t fctrftg gg^ ^ ^ qifer aggr^ 

^ grigg ^ 1 


gR^ ^ ggn apg 

15. gTEg%4t gg Tngrw: g^ gifrg gjf ^ q^gr^ gr^ qrw g^t wng 
gwr afk gRcflg grgiR ^r ggr irfcRg# gft f^rt^ g^i ^ g^ier gw t 
gfrfcE^^armflg^rt 1 


16. fg grt ^?4tgjR %gT w t % gTW^r?}t ^ gg^ grgarf gg ggfg 

gr^ fi? f4Pif4d WT^ gg ^jcg wr jtrtI^ ^ gggg t f^Ri^ ?g wrgt g5^ wr 
yfci'W^IcHcpdi ^ qgrf^ ^ Wcfi t 1 ggrf^r, qrgg^ gqrgf c^ grg gRcftg grgrrg ^ 
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C^ w ^ eFTRTT WT t I 

R4'51d ^ cf>^ ^ ^TTCT JftoT ^ W^ ^ 

cTm ^fFTT^ ^ ^1^; ^jefR ^ ?rt ^ ^ aflr 

A^HI^'^NleT ^ d'l^cWiaft ^ ^TW fWe^t ^ vJ^cTaERn WR ^ I RcRM 
^ >!W ^ ^ ^ sTiRR 51^ ^ yRi«i(^rfr ^ #i^ 3ik 

wfi^aft ffrf ^ wn^ ^ viftR^aERn ^ cptf ’TiSt I 

17, Irf ^ ^Tc^ ^ ^ ^FTIRT 3TTcr?2Rfj ^ 

^ ^ M|fl^<l5Tit tl^ ^31im ^ f^ OTR ^ ?^cR ^TR^^cR 

vd^tsjd efllR ^ ^ ’EJ^ ^ 1^ ’ITRT ^T ^T^RTf^SRlt^ cfj vjfxRT 

’Jc?! ■'R l^'ciK cfR 'dchcll % I 

% 

18. vsh^cki slicfl ^ (^■di'< cf)>(^ ^ ifF ^<ai RR % f^: 

{W) ^ RR^ ’RRRR ^ ^ 3T«^RT RfT ^ Plillf^d RSR ^ 5 ^ crf^R 

4^RTpRftR RR Mr WTFR’J?? % RR RW R? RRT t f^TR^ RRR 13TT t 1 

('^) RT?^R ^rfR cjiT cii'wfcldi 5Tf^ 't 

(R) ^?cRT d% ^ ^ RTf^ STTRTcfr c^ RR^ ^ t I 

19. Rf SRcRRRj RR?n RRT t RR^ ^ STRRT R^ ^ f^R^Rld 

A^dl^'glviflcf ^ R’ft 3TTRTRt RR 3i1%R MrR ^ RR? 3r 1%R ^ ^ RTRR ^ 
cRIRT RTTR I 

20, Jnl^fRyr^ RTRR^tEft ^ftRT ^ RRRR 3TSTRT RR^ RR ^ RTS^EJt !^cR) R^ 
Rim^iR?! R^ RR f^lRTR f^RT 't f^T^ 3TRR cTT^ f^RT RfTR Rt vJ'dtl vd^Vl R^ Jdfd 
^ ^ WFI?^ I ^ RRtRR c^ fcTR STTRTcfr R>t Slltld 4^R R»tRR R?t ^ddl RTf^RRRRt r5^ 

RIST^TRJIW f%R>t RtIrR c^ RTR R^t R^, Rff RTTR 3TRilt ^ Vllltlcrjiyl ^RT 
^ Rf 8ft I ^ ;gf^ Ri^ ^ c^ 3fRR 8R, Rft RTI^ ^ RR R^ 

f%RRf^ R5t Rf t I ^ t^RWr ^ 4 RTter^ ^ ^ c^ R5t f%RRR?[ 

R^ t I^RRft RlWRvi RT^fRRRRf RRT Rlf^TR RrWT ^ R^ rI RRtf^ ^ 
RTR^ # ^ M?TR^ R^ 3TWM RTRT RRT t I dR^''dlx! RF 5RRTR t 1% 3Tt!R RrakR 
^ RRT #R^eR? tRtR aiRlPiRH ^ #ffr^c^ RR R.2933.2902 ^ RFR 3TT^ RT^ 
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^ ^ ^ ^ cnc?t STf^PqrRT ^ cTT^ ^ 3^1 Rr cFW 

w? I 

21. ^ CTSIT f^ratcTcf^ ^ TiWEI ^ 3Hf^ f^Plf^fed 

RRT^ft c^ cniel^ 4 ^ vife^Rad rfSIT 3TFIT?ff ^ 51% %>0 HPT % <l1d cPT 

atcTY^ : 

g.Tft. %?T %<lid4) TT%T(^OH%/1%in.) 

1. 2. 3. 4. 

1 ^ HOTWT R^%qW 519 

22. I^ET % %P? 3TTH%r ^ H%TcI %#M %7if cf%T?f ^ ^fl 

3I%%HH,1962 % Hfcl fcPTFT ^ %£%% cf^ HTPipft 3fk 53T% 

3T%%TR, 1975 ^ HR! 3,3cP, 8TI, 9TTSJT 9H? % 3i?P% cFTR 
^ ?TT%eT #t I 

c^ chHlRf^ 

23. 3TRte 55Tm 4 Ru||H 3T%>q;Rld Hr% % HTH f^felfecl ^ %% cR WH 
%RT HITHHT: 

(Hi) 3TT%Hir5t TPft HSft % HTTH P^uiPtl HY 3TFT%fcT ^5% t %R W 

3t%H HTNi mRuTPTT %dN fcRjT Hn^HT; 

(^) %R RraWr, siRidcbl iiiRicbichdiart hsjt 3rh nifM % frr rpt^ % 

'd<^«^ 'jImri'^) vJ'^ »|R|'T)|'?1 SRT 3TeFf % '(j^Fda f^^Ji hit ^ nfr ^ 

3Tf£RjcFrT % vji(^ cf51^ c1l'<l<a % 40 % ^ftcR 3P% %HR TTH% ^ I 3PH 

^ vifm Hi^TPtr % ycbT^n ciff 40 %h % ite %ErR 

%V5RT Rcfnft f I 

(H) 3t%R WTH hRutr %%cT 5n%cf>Rt gRT 3nR?W HSH 53WFR 

vjfP^ I 


Tfir 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI DUMPING & ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 21st February, 2000 

PRELIMINARY FINDINGS 

Subject : Anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of Metronidazole from Peopled Republic of 
China. 

No. 17/1/99/DGAD. —^Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 and the Customs 
Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof; 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the investigation : 

(i) The Designated authority (hereinafter also referred to as authority), under the above Rules, received a written 
application from M/s Aarti Drugs Ltd. And M/s Aarey Drugs and Pharmaceuticals on behalf of the domestic 
industry, alleging dumping of Metronidazole (hereinafter also referred to as subject goods) originating in or 
exported from People’s Republic of China; 

(ii) Preliminary scrutiny of the application filed by petitioner revealed certain deficiencies, which were 
subsequently rectified by the petitioner. The petition was therefore, considered as properly documented; 

(iii) The authority, on the basis of sufficient evidence submitted by the petitioner decided to initiate the investigation 
against imports of Metronidazole from People’s Republic of Cliina. 

The authority notified the Embassy of People’s Republic of China about the receipt of dumping allegation 
before proceeding to initiate the investigation in accordance with sub-rule 5(5) of the Rules ; 

(iv) The Authority issued a public notice dated 29th July, 1999 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, 
initiating anti-dumping investigations concerning imports of Metronidazole classified under customs sub¬ 
heading No. 2933. 2902 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 originating in or exported from People’s Republic 
of China (hereinafter also referred to as the subject country); 

(v) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known exporters (whose details were made 
available by the petitioner) of the subject goods and gave them an opportunity to take their views known in 
writing in accordance with the Rule 6(2); 

(vi) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known importers (whose details were made 
available by petitioner) of Metronidazole in India and industry associations and advised them to make their 
views known in writing within forty days from the date of issue of the letter; 

(vii) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) to arrange details of imports of 
Metronidazole made into India during the past three years, including the period of investigation; 

(viii) The Authority provided a copy of the petition to the known exporters and the Embassy of the subject 
country in accordance with Rules 6(3) supra. A copy of the petition was also provided to other interested 
parties, wherever requested; 

(ix) The Authority sent a questionnaire to elicit relevant information, to the following known exporters, in 
accordance with the Rule 6(4). 

People’s Republic of China 

Zhangjiagang City Foreign Trade Corporation 
China National Electronic Imp+Exp Ziamen Co., 

Hubei Hongye Medical & Chemical Industry Co. Ltd. 

Jiangsu Guo Tai International Group Co. Ltd. 

Huanggang Yongan Pharmaceutical Co. Ltd. 

Hawk Petroleum Pte. Ltd. 

No exporters have responded. 

(x) The Embassy of the subject country in New Delhi was informed about the initiation of the investigation in 
accordance with rule 6(2) with a request to advise the exporters/producers from their country to respond to 
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the questionnaire within the prescribed time. A coj^ of the letter, petition and questionnaire sent to the 
exporters was also sent to the Embassy, alongwith a list of known exporters/producers; 

(xi) A questionnaire was sent to the following known importers of Metronidazole calling for necessaiy information 
in accordance with rule 6(4); 

Ace Laboratories Ltd. 

Alkem Laboratories Ltd. 

Amoli Organics Ltd. 

Concept Pharmaceuticals Ltd. 

Dosch Pharmaceuticals Col 
DWD Pharmaceuticals Ltd. 

Flamingo Pharma Ltd. 

Indo Pharma 
Intermed 

Lark Chemicals (P) Ltd. 

Litika Pharmaceuticals Ltd. 

Maneesh Pharma (P) Ltd. 

Medi Pharma Drug House 
Mercury Laboratories Ltd. 

New Generic Drug House 
Panacea Biotec Ltd. 

Pradipkumar Pharma (P) Ltd. 

Shubham Pharmachem (P) Ltd. 

Smruthi Organics Ltd. 

Unibios Laboratories Ltd. 

Unichem Laboratories 
Unique Pharmaceuticals Labs. 

Only one importer has responded. 

(xii) Additional information regarding injury was sought from the petitioner, which was also fiimished; 

(xiii) The Authority conducted on-the-spot investigation at the premises of the petitioner to the extent considered 
necessary; 

(xiv) The Authority made available non-confidential version of the evidence presented by various interested 
parties in the form of a public file maintained by the Authority and kept open for inspection by the interested 
parties; 

(xv) Cost investigations were also conducted to work out optimum cost of production and cpst to make and sell 
the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the 
information furnished by the petitioner; 

(xvi) * ♦ * ♦in this notification represents information furnished by an interested party on confidential basis and so 
considered by the Authority under the Rules; 

(xvii) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from 1st April, 1998 to 31st December, 1998, which is 
hereinafter also referred to as the period of investigation (POl). 

B. PETITIONER’S VIEWS 

2. The petitioners have raised the following issues in their submissions. 

(i) The Indian Producers of Metronidazole are facing severe injury due to indiscriminate dumping by fhe exporters 
of the subject country. There are five producers in India two of whom have discontinued production in view 
of severe dumping being faced. 

(ii) Metronidazole is manufatured by Indian producers as per Indian Pharmacopoeia for selling in the domestic 
market and as per British and US Pharmacopoeia for exports. There is no significant difference in the 
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specifications as per litdia, British and US Pharmacopoeia and there is no significant difference in the cost of 
production as per these Pharmacopoeias. 

(iii) The imports of the subject goods are allowed free under the Exim Policy of India. Earlier such imports were 
not causing any injury to the domestic industry, as export prices were fair. However, the exporters from tlie 
subject country have drastically reduced their paces since 1998-99, which has forced the domestic industry 
also to reduce their pri(^es drastically causing significant injury to the latter. 

(iv) The petitioner are manufacturing Metronidazole since many years. Production technology adopted by them 
is the same as adopted by the other producers world over. Their product and the product imported from the 
subject country have similar characteristics and specifications. 

(v) As regards Normal value it is stated that despite their efforts no information is available as to the price of 
Metronidazole in the domestic market of China nor any information available on price evidence for the 
Chinese exports to other countries. Therefore, the petitioner have taken recourse to the constructed cost of 
production which, accrodingly to them, is a good indicator of prices of Metronidazole in China. Thus, the 
Normal value of Metronidazole in China has been constructed on the basis of estimates of cost of production. 
The cost bf production has been estimated on the petitioner ‘'experience as the petitioner” technology and 
cost of production is claimed to be comparable with other producers of Metronidazole in the World. 

(vi) As to the export price of Metronidazole, the petitioner have stated that the DGCI and S statistics reflect true 
picture about the export price alongwith the adjustments on various accounts. 

(vii) As regards injury, the petitioner have submitted the following : 

(a) Imports from China and market share of China is increasing, while the share of domestic industry is not 
increasing despite the increase in demand. This is due to the imports from China at dumped prices. 

(b) There is a significant decline in the export price coupled with reduction in Customs duties, which has 
resulted in the decline in the landed price of imports. 

(c) There is a decline in the selling price of Metronidazole in domestic market, 

(d) There is a decline in profitability also. 

(viii) Further, it is stated that the demand of Metronidazole is increasing and the domestic industry has sufficient 
capacity to meet the requirement of the Indian industry. However, grave injury is caused to domestic industry 
from imports. The domestic industry is producing Metronidazole at the same technological and quality level 
as the producers world over. The lowering of prices by the exporters from the subject country is the sole 
reason for the present state of market in India. 

C. Views of Exporters, Importers and other interested parties : 

3.1. ImportersVuser industries’ views : 

(i) Only one importer have responded and stated that the petitioner from M/s Aarey Drugs and Pharmaceuticals 
Ltd., is closed for last 18 months due to raids by Central Excise and Income Tax Authorities, and that the 
closure of their unit is not due to dumping of Metronidazole from China. 

(ii) Further it is stated that the Petitioner’s claim that their cost of production is comparable with Chinese cost of 
production is not correct. The latter is much lower because of large scale of operation in the range of 
1200 MT/annum, 900 MT/annum, which is not the capacity of any Indian manufacturer. 

3. IL Exporters’ views : 

No exporter has furnished any response to the questionnaire nor any view in the matter. 

(D) Examination of the issues raised : 

4. The foregoing submissions made by the importers, the petitioner and other interested parties, to the extent 
these are relevant as per Rules and to the extent these have a bearing upon the case, have been examined and considered 
and have been dealt with at appropriate places in these findings. 

(E) Product under consideration : 

5. The product involved in the present investigation is Metronidazole originating in or exported from the subject 
country classified at Sub heading No. 2933.2902 under ITC (HS) classification. The classification is only indicative and 
in no way binding upon the scope of present investigation. Metronidazole is an Organic Chemical. It is an anti-diarrhoeal 
and anti-microbial bulk drug. Metronidazole is used as a raw matenal for production of medicines for treatment of 
diarrhoea. 
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F. Like articles: 

6. The petitioner have claimed that there is no significant differences in their product and that exported from 
China, which can have an impact on price. Further, it is claimed that Metronidazole produced by them and imported from 
China have similar characteristics and specifications and should be treated as like articles. Moreover, there is no difference 
in the technology adopted by the petitioner and by the producers in People’s Republic of China. 

In this regard, the Authority finds that Metronidazole produced in India and that imported from the subject 
country have the same end-uses and both have similar fundamental technical characteristics. Both are, thus, technically 
and commercially substitutable and, therefore, are treated as Like Articles under the meaning of the Anti-Dumping Rules. 

(G) Domestic Industry 

7. The petition has been filed by M/s. Aarey Drugs and Pharmaceuticals Ltd., 103/7, Sahakar Bhawan, 340/48, 
N.N. Street, Mumbai-400009. There are five manufacturers of Metronidazole in India including the petitioner. Out of 
these five producers of Metronidazole in India, three are importers of the subject goods and, therefore, are excluded from 
the purview of the domestic industry. Thus, the production of two manufacturers including the petitioner has been taken 
into account to determine the size of the domestic industry which is, thus, determined, at 146 M.T. Out of the domestic 
industry’s total production of 146 M.T., the petitioner produced 89.8 M.T. Thus, the petitioner accounts for a major 
proportion of the production of Metronidazole of the domestic industry and, therefore, the Authority notes that they (the 
petitioner) have the requisite standing to file the petition on behalf of the domestic industry under the Rules. 

(H) Dumping 

8. The Parameters of dumping, namely, the Normal value, the Export price and the dumping margin, in relation 
to the exporters of the subject country are examined and determined in terms of section 9A(l)(c) of the Customs Tariff 
(Amendment) Act, 1995. 

(I) Exporter’s claims on Normal value and Export price 

9. Information on Normal value and export price was elicited from the exporters of the subject goods in the form 
of questionnaires sent by the Authority to the exporters of the subject country. However, no exporter has furnished 
reponse to the questionnaire nor any claims made by any exporter in relation to Normal value and export price. 

(J) Determination of Normal Value, Export price and Dumping Margin by the Authority 

10. In the absence of response from the exporters and in the absence of claims in regard to Normal value and 
Export price, the Authority has no other alternative but to treat the informations furnished by the petitioner and the 
informations gathered from the DGCI and S Source as the best available informations for determination of Normal value. 
Export price and Dumping margin for all exporters from the subject country. Accordingly, these are determined as 
under: 

Country : People’s Republic of China 
Exporter: All Exporters 
Normal Value 

The Authority notes that no information on the domestic selling price of Metronidazole in China is available 
either from the petitioner’s source or from the exporter’s source. Nor any information available on price evidence for the 
Chinese e.xports to other countries. Therefore, the Authority has no alternative but to rely upon the constructed cost of 
production as furnished by the petitioner which the Authority treats as the best available information to determine the 
Normal value. The Authority has carefully examined the various elements of the constructed cost and determined the 
Normal value at US$ 10.35/K.g. 

Export price: 

In regard to export price, the Authority relies upon the data of the DGCI and S which is the official agency of 
India for trade statistics. The Authority notes that the weighted average cif ’ j of exports from tb subject country 
during the period of investigation is US$ 7.55/K.g ij per DGCI&S. The petiticiier itave claimed adjusimenis of USSxxxx/ 
K.g. on accounts of Ocean freight, marine insurance, commission, clearing and forwarding charges and inland freight. 
The Authority, however, allows adjustments only on Ocean freight, marine insurance, commission to the Indian indenting 
agent and inland freight, which total upto US$ 0.55/K.g. Thus, the export price at ex-factory level is determined at US$ 
7.00/K.g. 
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Dumping Margin 

Comparing the Normal value and export price so determined, the Authority calculates the dumping margin at 
US$ 3.35/K.g., which is 47.85% of the export price. 

Non-Cooperative exporters: 

The Authority treats all exporters from the subject country, as non-cooperative exporters and determines the 
dumping margin as % of export price at 47.85% for all exporters from the People’s Republic of China. 

(K) INJURY 

Injury : 

12. The Authority notes that the petitioner have claimed injury caused to the domestic industry on account of 
dumped imports from the subject country. The Authority examines this claim of injury to the domestic industry taking 
into account all relevant facts and the principles laid down under Rule 11 Supra and Annexure II to the Rules. 

For determination of injury, the Authority has examined the impact of dumped imports on the domestic industry 
in India. In this regard, the Authority has considered such indices having a bearing on the state of the industry as production, 
capacity utilisation, sales quantum, profitability, net sales realisation, the magnitude and margin of dumping etc. in 
accordance with Aimexure Il(iv) of the Rules Supra. 


(a) Volume of Imports : 

As per the statistics published by the official agency DGCI&S, the quantum of imports from the subject country 
during the period of investigation and preceding two years is as under :— 


Year 

Volume 

1996-97 

149 M.T. 

1997-98 

272.31 M.T. 

POI 

186M.T. 

From the above figures, it is observed that the volume of total imports from the subject country during the POI 
has increased from 149 M.T. during the year 1996-97 to 248 M.T. (annualised) during the POI. 

(b) Price of Imports 

As per the DGCI and S data, the cif price of imports of Metronidazole during the last three years including the 
period of investigation has shown a decline as under .— 

Year 

cif price/Kg. 

1996-97 

US$ 9.52 

1997-98 

US$ 8.44 

POI 

US$ 7.55 


The above figures show that the cif price of import fi'om China has declined by over 10% during the period of 
investigation over the previous year, i.e. 1997-98 and by 20.27% over the year 1996-97. 


(c) Production: 

The production of the petitioner has declined from 147.20 M.T. during 1997-98 to 120 M.T. (annualised) during 
the period of investigation. 

(d) Sales volume of the domestic industry : 

The sales of the petitioner have declined to 100 M.T. (annualised) during the period of investigation compared to 
the figures of 118 M.T. during the previous year, i.e. 1997-98. 

(e) Selling Price/net Sales realisation: 

The Authority notes that the net sales realisation of the petitioner has declined from US$.in 1997-98 

to US$.during the period of investigation. Further, it is noted that the net sales realisation during the Ppl 

is significantly below the selling price notified by the Government of India through the Drug Price Control Order. 
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(0 Profitability: 

The Authority finds that the petitioner have incurred losses during the period of im estigation as well as during 
the previous year, i.e. 1997-98. The loss per Kg. of Metronidazole sold by the petitioner is Rs.during the POL 

L. Conclusion of Injury : 

13. In the light of the above observations contained in para 12, the Authority arrives at the following 
conclusions: 

(a) Quantum of imports from the subject country has significantly increased during the POI as compared to 
the proceeding years. 

(b) There has also been a decline in the cif price of imports from the subject country. 

(c) There has been a decline in average sales realisation for the petitioner in respect of the subject goods 
during the POI as compared to the previous year. 

(d) The loss suffered by the petitioner during the POI is also substantial. 

M. CasuaJlink 

14. The Authority finds that the imports of Metronidazole from the countries other than the subject country are 
almost nil or deminimus during the period of investigation. On the other hand, the imports of the subject goods from 
People’s Republic of China are increasing while the prices of such Imports are declining. This has the effect of undercutting 
the prices of domestic Metronidazole forcing the domestic industry to sell at unremunerative prices which are below the 
non-injurious selling price as determined by the Authority. The Authority holds that due to dumped imports from the 
subject country at low prices vis-d-vis their cost of production, the domestic industry were forced to match their prices 
with the low prices of Chinese exports. Resultantly, the petitioner incurred substantial losses during the period of 
investigation. The material injury to the domestic industry was, therefore, caused by the dumped imports from the subject 
country. 

N. Indian Industry’s interest and other issues 

15. The purpose of anti dumping duties. In general, is to eliminate dumping which is causing injury to the 
domestic industry and to re-establish a situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market, which is in the general 
interest of the country. 

16. It is recognised that the imposition of anti dumping duties might affect the price levels of the products 
manufactured using the subject goods and consequently might have some influence on relative competitiveness of these 
products. However, fair competition on the Indian market will not be reduced by the anti dumping measures, particularly 
if the levy of the anti dumping duty is restricted to an amount necessary to redress the injuiy^ to the domestic indiistrv On 
the contrary, imposition of anti dumping measures would remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping piactices, 
would prevent the decline of the domestic industry^ and help maintain availability of wider choice to the consumers of 
Metronidazole. Imposition of anti dumping measures would not restrict imports from the subject country in any \^a^'. and. 
therefore, would not affect the availability of the product to the consumers. 

17. To ascertain the extent of anti-dumping duty necessary to remove the injury to the domestic indusir>\ the 
Authority may rely upon reasonable selling price of Metronidazole in India for the domestic industIy^ by considering the 
optimum cost of production at optimum level of capacity^ utilisation for the domestic industry' 

O. Conclusions: 

18. After considering the foregoing, it is seen that: 

(a) Metronidazole described under para 5 and originating in or exported from People's Republic of China has 
been exported below Normal value, resulting in dumping. 

(b) The Indian Industry has suffered material injury' 

(c) The injuiy^ has been caused by the dumped imports from the subject count^y^ 

19. It is considered necessary to impose anti-dumping duty provisionally, pending final determination, on all 
imports of Metronidazole originating in or exported from the subject countiy . 
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20. The Authority considered to recommend the amount of Anti-Dumping Duty equal to the margin of dumping 
or less, which, if levied, would remove the injury to domestic industry. The average landed price of the imports, for the 
purpose, was compared with the Non-injurious selling price of the petitioner, determined by the Authority for the period 
of investigation. Wherever the difference was less than the dumping margin, a duty lower than the dumping margin is 
recommended. In respect of residual exporters, the Authority recommends the same level of duty as recommended for the 
e.xporters named by the petitioner, since all exporters in this case are treated as non-cooperative. Accordingly, it is proposed 
that provisional anti dumping duty be imposed, from the date of notification to be issued in this regard by the Central 
Government, on all Metronidazole originating in or exported from People’s Republic of China falling under Customs 
sub-heading No. 2933.2902 of the Customs Tariff Act, pending final determination. 

21. The provisional Anti-Dumping duty in respect of the subject country and its exqxirters shall be the difference 
between the amount mentioned in column 4 of the following table and landed value of imports per Kg. : 


Sl.No. 

Country 

Exporter 

Amount (Rupees per/Kg.) 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4 

1. 

People’s Republic of China 

All Exporters 

519 


22 . Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as determined by the Customs under 
the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except duties levied under Section 3, 3 A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs 
Tariff Act. 1975. 

P. Further Procedure: 

23. The following procedure would be followed subsequent to notifying the preliminary findings : 

(a) The Authority invites comments on these findings from all interested parties and the same would be 
considered in the final findings; 

(b) Exporters, importers, petitioners and other interested parties known to be concerned are being addressed 
separately by the Authority, who may make known their views, wiithin forty days of the despatch of this 
notification. Any other interested part>’ may also make known its views within forty days from the date of 
publication of these findings. 

(c) The Authority would disclose essential facts before announcing the final findings. 


RATHIVINAY JHA, Designated Authority 


Printed by the Manager, Govt of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 






